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1. Claims 12-22 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic 
or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 7/23/2008. 

2. Claims 1-11 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claims 1-11, line 1, "printer" should be changed to -printing systenr- 
because the disclosed printer does not include a print server or web server. 

In claim 1, lines 7-8, the phrase "received from one of a plurality of input 
sources coupled to an output source" is not understood in connection with the 
printer. In other words, what input sources and output source is applicant referring 
to in the specification? 

on page 5, 3rd line from the bottom, "marking engine 215" is not shown in 

Fig.2. 

on page 6, paragraph 24 should be clarified as to the reference numerals 
corresponding to the figures. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (l) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by 
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the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-2,4-6,8,11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Aiba et al. 

Aiba et al. discloses a printing system comprising a printer 4000 that 
produces images on sheets, a user PC 2000 connected to the printer, and a server 
1001 connected to the print server via a network (internet). See Fig.l. The user PC 
(300 as shown in Fig.2) controls the operations of the printer (par.26) and is 
considered a "print server". As seen in Fig.3, the web server (600 in Fig.3) has a 
memory 611 which stores various software such as print drivers. Automatic updates 
of the print driver occur by initiating a permission and verification screen to the 
user at the print server and allowing automatic connection, retrieval and 
downloading of the print driver (par. 49,54). A verification process will occur to 
determine whether the print driver can and should be updated depending on the 
version (par. 55, 66). Since user authorization is needed to confirm updating it is 
believed the connection to the web server is intermittent. In addition, although 
print drivers are to be updated, other updates are possible such as scanner drivers, 
display drivers, etc. (par.8l). The driver update is automatically installed and 
therefore is self-extracting and self-registering (par. 69). The printer has an 
operation panel 1501 for performing print settings and print server has CPU 1, 
display and keyboard for performing various settings to the printer (par. 35,39). 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

4. Claims 3,7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Aiba et al. in view of Iizuka et al. 

Aiba et al. taught supra discloses most of what is claimed except their being a 
second web server with a repository of update software. In addition, the print server 
having a continuous connection to the web server is not taught. Iizuka et al. teach a 
system of updating software on an image forming apparatus via web servers. In 
Fig.s 7-8 , there is shown the use of plural web servers. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use plural 
web servers in Aiba et al. because by having a connection to plural web servers such 
as located at different locations, one has the option to connecting to one even if one 
is busy or slow. Additionally, it is believed that the continuous connection of office 
equipment to the internet is notoriously well known in the art of which the 
examiner takes Official Notice and by doing so relieves the operator from making a 
connection each time information from the web is needed. 
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5. Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Aiba et al. in view of Greene et al. 

Aiba et al. taught supra discloses most of what is claimed except is silent as 
to the network architecture. Green et al. teach that two very well known network 
architectures (computers interconnected via the internet) is a peer to peer 
architecture and a hub and spoke architecture (see Fig.lA, IB and col. 10, line 27 - 
col. 11, line 31. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use either of these two types of network 
architecture because it is notoriously well known that both are very common for 
connecting computers to servers over a network as discussed in Greene et al. 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Stewart et al., Casey et al., Schacht et al., Ferlitsch, Allen et al., Nakazono et 
al., Kobayashi, Takabayashi et al., Parry, and Wood et al. teach various patents 
relating to updating software via a network. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Robert Beatty whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2130. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 9 to 6. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, David Gray, can be reached on (571) 272-2119. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Robert Beatty/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2852 
November 14, 2008 
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